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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Allowable Claims 

Claims 1-5,9,11 and 1 3 are allowable. 

With regards to claim 1, Shiyama discloses an image search program for enabling a 
computer to perform 

• a symbol providing step of determining whether predetermined similar to or 
dissimilar from first images and storing symbols for each of the predetermined 
images in data regions which are categories, in association with one first image, 
each symbol representing similarity or dissimilarity (see figure 2 - 12 to 15, are 
image registration process, see figure 4, each image is divided into plurality of 
segments, and each segment is assign a label value which identifies the feature 
in each of the segments); 

• a reference-image retrieving step of retrieving some of the first images stored in 
a storage section, which are similar to a reference image, thereby retrieving 
primary selected images (see figure 10, at S23 is where a primary set of images 
are selected); 

• an accumulating step of accumulating the values of the symbols stored in each 
category, for secondary selected images included in the primary selected images 
and being more similar to the reference image than the remaining primary 
selected images (see figure 10 - S24, the list of similarity images are narrowed 
down even further); and 
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• a symbol-provided image retrieving step of retrieving some of the first images 
having symbols representing similarity and stored in a second number of 
categories included in the first number of categories (see figure 10 - S23 where 
primary set of images are selected and S24 where a second set of images are 
selected, wherein the second set selected from S24 are within the set in S23). 
Shiyama does not disclose a category-selecting step. 

The examiner cannot find any applicable prior art disclosing a category-selecting step of 
selecting some of the categories, each having accumulated a symbol value greater than 
the other categories, thereby. selecting a first number of categories in combination with 
the rest of the limitations of claim 1 . 

With regards to claims 1 1 and 1 3, see the rationale for claim 1 . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 6 - 8, 10, 12 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Shiyama (US pat no 6,400,853) in view of Lee (US pub no 
2002/0168117). 
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With regards to claim 6, Shiyama discloses an image search program for enabling a 
computer to perform 

• a reference-image retrieving step of retrieving at least one second image 
selected from first images stored in a storage section, which is similar to a 
reference image (see figure 2 - 12 to 15, are image registration process, see 
figure 4, each image is divided into plurality of segments; each segment is assign 
a label value which identifies the feature in each of the segments); 

• an image-displaying step of displaying an index image obtained (see column 1 , 
. lines 38 - 44); and 

• a symbol-providing step of storing symbols in data regions which are categories 
provided for the reference image, in association with the third selected, each 
symbol representing similarity selected each symbol representing similarity or 
dissimilarity (see figure 10 - S23 where primary set of images are selected and 
S24 where a second set of images are selected, wherein the second set selected 
from S24 are within the set in S23). 

Shiyama does not disclose an image-selecting step of causing a person who wants to 
retrieve images to select at least one-third image similar to the reference image. Lee 
discloses an image-selecting step of causing a person who wants to retrieve images to 
select images which match closest to the to the image provided (see paragraph 8). 
Shiyama teaches a three-step process to find the best image from a plurality of images 
in a storage database (see figure 10 - S23 as first selected image, S24 as second 
selected images and S26 obtaining the final image). One skilled in the art would include 
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having the user select the best image because the computer algorithm might not be 
able to detect error in the input specified image leading to error in image retrieval, but a 
user is able to avoid those errors select the best image. 

With regards to claim 7, Shiyama discloses an image search program according to 
claim 6, wherein the reference-image retrieving step has a step determining whether 
each of the first images is similar to or dissimilar from the reference image, in 
accordance with the attribute values of the first image and the attribute value of the 
reference image (see figure 13A, the values are being compared to in the specified 
image and a plurality of other image being compared to, those plurality of image are 
shown in figure 2-19). 

With regards to claim 8, an extension to the arguments to claim 6, Lee discloses 
reference image is an image selected from the first images or an image input by a 
person who wants to retrieve images (see paragraph 8). 

With regards to claim 10, 12 and 14, see the rationale and rejection for claim 6. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Alex Liew whose telephone number is (571)272-8623. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 9:30AM - 7:00PM. 



Application/Control Number: 10/729,476 



Page 6 



Art Unit: 2624 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Matthew Bella can be reached on (571) 272-7778. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Alex Liew 

AU2624 

8/16/07 
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SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600 



